Introduction
The question of development aid and its impact on various economic and social indicators is one of the most debated topics in the fi eld of international and development economics. Although the main reason for aid is to generate growth and development, the main global issues of less developed countries (LDC) remain unsolved. Much of the existing research shows confl icting results, and the question about the effi ciency of development aid and its impact on various fi elds of national economies remains in dispute.
Development aid policies face many challenges in the contemporary world. In more than 50 years of continuous cooperation, over 4.6 trillion (constant 2007) dollars ($) have been distributed to recipient countries (Askarov and Doucouliagos 2015, 383) . In spite of that, aid policies were not able to solve many global social, economic, political, and environmental issues in LDC. There are also other challenges, like the question of aid fragmentation and lack of coordination, a phenomenon of many small parts of aid coming from many donors, because development policies are increasingly proliferated. Or, the fact that aid is not distributed to the actual needs of the recipient countries, because political and strategic factors often prevail. The result of all these challenges is that the development gap between the global northern and global southern countries is not decreasing, furthermore, in the case of LDC it has remained at the same level for many years in a row. All of that and many other unsolved challenges are the major reasons why the effectiveness of development aid is seriously questioned and remains controversial.
Interest in the effectiveness and impact of foreign aid has rapidly grown in recent years. The authors mainly focus on the effect of foreign aid on economic growth. Also, it should be noted that only a limited number of studies discuss the effect of aid on other welfare indicators (Breitweiser and Wick, 2016, 554) . This paper is an attempt to combine both, with the introduction of international migrations as a social and economic indicator. It studies the interaction between developmental aid and migrations from developing countries. It contributes to the literature on aid effectiveness by focusing on a specifi c relation between distributed development aid and international migrations in the African, Caribbean, and Pacifi c (ACP) group of states. There is a general consensus among international development stakeholders that fostering a country's economic development will end emigration from that state (Lacomba and Boni 2008 , 138, Faini and Venturini, 1993 , Gaytán-Fregoso and Lahiri 2000 . Foreign aid has been advocated as a measure that is able to reduce international migrations (Todaro and Maruszko 1987 in Gaytán-Fregoso and Lahiri 2000) . As already mentioned, one of the most important missions of development aid is to generate development, which is why we are trying to determine if its amount has diminishing impact on migrations in the ACP group of states. The main hypothesis is that development aid reduces migrations abroad. If we can prove this, we might say that aid is effective.
Theoretical Concepts

Development Aid
Development aid, often also called 'Offi cial Development Assistance' (ODA), represents one of the most important mechanisms for the redistribution of wealth in the world. It is a widely accepted fact that rich countries should help poor ones, and the most common way to do so is through development aid policies.
The Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD 2008) defi nes aid as fl ows to countries and territories on the Development Assistance Committee (DAC) List of ODA Recipients and to multilateral development institutions, which are:
-Provided by offi cial agencies, including state and local governments, or by their executive agencies, and -Each transaction, which: a) Is administered as the promotion of economic development and welfare of developing countries as its main objective; and b) Is concessional in character and conveys a grant element of at least 25 percent (calculated at a rate of discount of 10 percent). Development aid may be provided for many different purposes, such as political, humanitarian, strategic, economic, and others. There are several possible channels through which aid may be distributed. The most common way is through institutions of the recipient country. It is typically used to fund expenditures that further development. Most of it is used to fi nance discrete investment projectsbuilding roads and schools, providing training, and education, family planning, etc. (Lancaster 1999, 490) .
The debate about aid and its effectiveness is far from settled (Rajan 2005, 54) . Many different types of research have been made over the years, without fi nal and decisive results regarding development aid's positive or negative impact on donor economies. Papanek (1973 and revision 1982) was the fi rst author to discuss positive effects of foreign aid, recently positive effects of foreign aid were supported by Burnside and Dollar (2000) , Hansen and Tarp (2001) , Loxley and Sackey (2008) . Additionaly, there are several authors that concentrated on negative effects of development aid, e.g. Boone (1996) , Kosack (2003) , Easterly (2007) , Easterly and Pfutze (2008) , Mallik (2008) .
ACP Group of States
The African, Caribbean, and Pacifi c (ACP) Group of States, created in the Georgetown Agreement from 1975 mainly because of partnerships with European Union member countries, is comprised of all Sub-Saharan African and most Caribbean countries, and also small islands in the Pacifi c. It consists of relatively big groups of states, dispersed on three different continents: Africa, Oceania, and North America. These countries hold a special status in the fi eld of international development, due to their specifi c geographical and historical circumstances. Most had a common colonial history and have reached different stages of development because of specifi c political and historical reasons. On one side, there are the Sub-Saharan LDC, and on the other side there are developed economies which are located, for the most part, in the Caribbean region.
Today, the group consists of 79 members -48 from Sub-Saharan Africa, 16 from the Caribbean, and 15 from the Pacifi c -all of them, except Cuba, 1 are signatories of the Cotonou Agreement. This is one of the most important international development documents, which defi nes cooperation and partnership between the group and the European Union (EU). The group is further divided into seven regional groupings: the Cariforum (Caribbean) region, 2 West Africa, 3 Central Africa, 4 Eastern and Southern Africa (ESA), 5 the East African Community (EAC), 6 the Southern African Development Community (SADC), 7 and the Pacifi c region.
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International Migrations
International migrations are both an economic and social phenomenon, closely related to globalization and income/wage gaps (Matutinović 2006, 199) , with a signifi cant impact on most of the world's economies, cultures, and other factors. It is a part of a larger process of industrialization, which has infl uenced national economies of the global North, as well as global southern countries. The word 'migrations' is generally used to describe the movement of people from one place to another, and international migrations usually refer to crossing national borders to settle or work in another country (Widgren and Martin 2002, 214-215) . In the context of development studies this means from developing to developed countries. Parallel with the beginnings of development aid policies, after World War II, the dynamic of advanced economies affected intense international migrations, especially from the LDC. There are many motivations for migration, beginning with economic, political, environmental, and many others like war, poverty, hunger, low wages, etc. Development seems inevitably accompanied by increasing mobility and migration. Only in the long run, after several decades of sustained growth and progressive convergence of income gaps with destination countries, does emigration tend to decrease and immigration increase (De Haas 2005) .
International migrations are one of the most important contemporary issues and it is not surprising that a signifi cant number of studies addressed this phenomenon. In his study Kandemir (2012) tried to determine main reasons for international migrations fl ows and suggests that most important motives for moving abroad are income, education, and health. Di Maria and Lazarova (2012) studied the correlation between skilled migration and human capital. Mergo (2016) claims that migration contributes positively to the living conditions of family members remaining behind allowing them to increase their consumption expenditure. Pecoud and de Guchteneire (2006) discussed international migrations in the context of mobility. They are in favour of freedom of movement and argued that strict border controls threaten democracy and have negative impact on economy and society.
Literature Review
The debate on the impact of foreign aid is a confl icting one and comes to many different conclusions. Surprisingly, previous research on the empirical impact of foreign aid on international migrations is limited. Widgren and Martin (2002) examined the impact of aid on major economic instruments: trade and investments, as well as on aid and intervention. They concluded that aid in the form of infrastructure improvements can have the short-term effect of stimulating emigration, but policies that promote trade, investment, as well as respect for human rights do not reduce emigration overnight, but are a path toward sustained reductions in migration pressure. Belloc (2011) studied the connection between aid and migrations in 48 Sub-Saharan states and discovered that aid has a positive and statistically signifi cant effect on aggregated migration outfl ows, because aid improves workers' ability to cover the costs of migration by providing new job opportunities, and in turn increasing incomes in the recipient country. Whereas, on the other hand, aid is often associated with development programs in education, communication services, and business opportunities, and may also stimulate mobility aspirations of potential migrants.
Another study was conducted by Faini and Venurini (1993) . They showed that aid, which increases growth in recipient countries, would not necessarily reduce migration fl ows. Berthélemy, Beuran and Maurel (2009) researched if aid and migrations are substitutes or complements. They concluded that aid fl ows increase migration fl ows to donor countries below a critical income threshold in the countries of origin, rendering migration policies in donor countries more restrictive. Hatzipanayotou and Michael (2012) claim that when the donor country acts fully altruistically, and the recipient country chooses the co-fi nancing rate optimally, then the optimal amount of aid equals the gains to the donor's welfare owing to the reduction in immigration.
Gaytán-Fregoso and Lahiri (2000) developed a two-country model with the intention of researching the correlation between aid and illegal migration. They discovered that the amount of aid is not always connected with a reduction of migrations, and that other factors must also be considered. A comprehensive study on many issues regarding migrations was made by Nyberg-Sørensen, Van Hear and Engberg-Pedersen (2002). They suggested that donor countries should revise their current approaches to selectivity in aid and focus on poverty reduction.
Blodgett Bermeo and Leblang (2015) pointed out that migration and the global allocation of foreign aid are linked and concluded that aid is being used by donor countries as part of their wider immigration strategy, seeking to foster development abroad and decrease the push factors for migration. Research by Ugarte Ontiveiros and Verardi (2012) suggests that good recipient-donor bilateral relations favour skilled migration and reduce migration costs for educated population. Ziesmer (2011) suggested that foreign aid given to poor countries enhances growth and reduces emigration, and that effect is greater and more signifi cant on skilled migration than the effect on unskilled.
Many contemporary studies research links between aid and remittances, the fi nancial fl ows from migrants to their home countries. Stojanov and Strielkowski (2013) found out that remittances have a stronger net positive effect on the increase of GDP per capita in developing countries than foreign aid, and De Hass (2005) suggested that migrant remittances contribute signifi cantly to development and living conditions and that foreign aid is not a long-term solution for international migrations. Glytsos (2002) reported on benefi cial and negative effects of migrant remittances on sending countries.
Data and Methods
The aim of our research is to clarify the infl uence of development aid on international migrations during a longer time period, namely from 1982 until 2012. The key independent variable is the amount of development aid per capita during these years. The main hypothesis of this paper is that the amount of development aid infl uences the reduction of migrations abroad, meaning that the higher the aid, the lower the migrations out of that country.
For the purpose of this research, we divided countries in the ACP Group of States into two groups. The fi rst group is called 'Group A' and consists of countries, which on average received more than $100 of development aid per capita from 1980 until 2011. The second group is called 'Group B' and includes countries, which on average received less than $100 of development aid per capita in the same time period. The data needed to pursue our empirical research was collected from the World Bank database.
Findings
In order to link development aid with international migrations, we divided countries into two groups, as mentioned in the previous section. Due to the nature of the hypothesis, we have to exclude all of the countries in the ACP group, which had a positive net migration rate in 1982 and a few countries, for which data was unavailable. In the end, we included 11 countries from Group A, and 33 from Group B. In Table 1 data for Group A is presented. One interesting fact is that countries in Group A almost doubled their total population in a mere 30 years, which is, especially if compared to Europe, very fast growth, and has defi nitely infl uenced migrations.
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A comparison between 1982 and 2012 reveals the following results. Countries with the highest proportion of emigrations compared to their total population in 1982 were: Tonga, West Samoa, and Guyana. Also in 2012, countries with the highest proportion of emigration were still Tonga, West Samoa, and Guyana, but all of them were able to reduce migrations. All the countries reduced migrations abroad in 30 years, but they are still above the average in the group. In 1982, the average number of migrations from countries in Group A was 16,000, and in 2012 the number was reduced to 9,000. If we take into account the fact that the overall population almost doubled, we could conclude that the number of migrations abroad signifi cantly lowered. But only one country (Saint Lucia) was able to transform its migration rate and become a country of immigration.
The results for countries in Group B, presented in Table 2 , are very similar. The only difference is that group B is, in terms of population, much larger, so we can compare results only in a proportional sense. In 1982, two countries stand out in terms of migrations abroad, which are Somalia and Antigua and Barbuda, with 13.27 and 12.82%, respectively. Average migrations in that year were at 1.46%, which was more than three times lower at the time, compared to Group A. All of the countries in this group reduced emigration in 2012 by almost three times, to 0.38%. The average migration rate for countries was over 65,000 persons. If we compare results from both groups (Table 1 and Table 2 ), we could conclude that both groups of states were able to reduce the number of migrations. The proportion of migrations in group A decreased from 4.72% in 1982 to 1.52% in 2012, and in Group B from 1.46% to 0.38%. Nominally, countries in Group A reduced migration to a larger extent, but we have to consider the fact that in 1982 they had a larger mass of migrations. If we compare the results from both groups in 2012, we are able to conclude that states from Group A have reduced migrations by 3.1 times, and countries from Group B by 3.8 times. To conclude, greater progress was made by Group B. We can conclude that development aid has, from our point of research, no impact on international migrations in the ACP Group of States.
Conclusion
In the last 40 years much has been done, but more still has to be done to be able to understand the effects of development aid on various economic and social indicators in LDC. The basic reason for which aid is given is to generate development in order to reduce poverty (Doucouliagos and Paldam 2008) , and is one of the main reason for migrations. Development aid has often been advocated as a mechanism that can reduce the development gap between destination and sending countries, and is therefore one of the best and most effective ways to reduce international migrations from LDC (Todaro and Maruszko 1987 in Gaytán-Fregoso and Lahiri 2000) . In our research, we tried to prove that fact. In the context of that assumption, we tried to prove that the total amount of development aid does affect migrations abroad, and thereby if countries, which receive more of it, were able to reduce migrations in a greater way. This paper contributes to the development aid debate by focusing on a specifi c relation between distributed development aid and migrations abroad in the ACP Group of States.
The fi nal results of our research are not surprising, as much research has already determined that aid has little or no effect on migrations abroad. We found that countries that received higher amounts of development aid did not reduce international migrations in a greater way than countries which received less aid. Even more, receiving countries in the ACP Group of States, with lower amounts of aid, reduced migrations by more. Thus, we can conclude that the amount of development aid has no impact on international migrations, and that its effi ciency in the ACP Group of States is questionable. Conversely, we cannot neglect other factors that infl uence migrations, but were not part of our research. Regarding the results, we think further research is required to improve the knowledge on the impact of developmental aid policies. Sending countries should, instead of implementing restrictive, harmful policies in attempt to stop migrations, focus on a contemporary distributing system and improve it in the way that it is faster and more effi cient in reducing the development gap.
